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Whereas freshman pitcher Jorge Reyes was 

recognized as the Most Outstanding Player 
of the 2007 College World Series tournament; 

Whereas Darwin Barney, Mitch Canham, 
Mike Lissman, Jorge Reyes, Scott Santschi, 
and Joey Wong were named to the 2007 All- 
College World Series tournament team; and 

Whereas the 2007 College World Series vic-
tory of the Oregon State University baseball 
team ended a terrific season in which the 
team compiled a record of 49 wins to 18 
losses: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends the Oregon State University 

baseball team, Head Coach Pat Casey and his 
coaching staff, Athletic Director Bob 
DeCarolis, and Oregon State University 
President Edward John Ray on their tremen-
dous accomplishment in defending their 2007 
College World Series championship title; and 

(2) respectfully requests the Secretary of 
the Senate to transmit an enrolled copy of 
this resolution to the President of Oregon 
State University. 

f 

REQUEST FOR THE RETURN OF 
PAPERS—S. 1612 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate request the 
return of papers on the bill S. 1612 from 
the House of Representatives. I further 
ask consent that upon compliance with 
this request, the Secretary of the Sen-
ate be authorized to make corrections 
in the engrossment of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate stand ad-
journed following the remarks, for 28 
minutes or thereabouts, or however 
much time the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama has left under the order 
before this body. When he finishes, we 
would adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, what is the 
plan for debate time in the morning 
prior to the cloture vote? I have been 
involved in the debate and would like 
to be involved in having some oppor-
tunity to speak in the morning prior to 
the vote, if that would be appropriate. 

Mr. REID. I would say through the 
Chair, the time is equally divided be-
tween Senator KENNEDY and Senator 
SPECTER. Whatever time the Senator 
would request, I am sure one of those 
Senators might yield him time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. How does that hap-
pen when they both agree on this bill? 

Mr. REID. As I understand it, it is 
automatic, an hour before cloture. 

Mr. SESSIONS. They both agreed. 
That is the problem. Is there any time 
set aside for the opposition? 

Mr. REID. I think the Senator raises 
a valid point there. It is for the pro-
ponents of the resolution. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask for 10 minutes. 
Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 

out of Senator SPECTER’s time and Sen-
ator KENNEDY’s time, you have 10 min-
utes. How is that? 

Mr. SESSIONS. That will be fine. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, if we wait, 

we are going to check to see if time has 
been allocated yet. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, what I had 
requested is that the Senator from Ala-
bama would be recognized for 10 min-
utes; five minutes would come from the 
time of Senator KENNEDY, 5 minutes 
from that of Senator SPECTER, and I 
would further say the last 20 minutes 
of the debate wouldn’t count against 
any of this time. The first 10 minutes 
would be for Senator MCCONNELL, if he 
so chooses and, if I so choose, I would 
have the last 10 minutes, right before 
the vote. That is additional time. That 
doesn’t count against the time we have 
allocated here earlier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, is it 

now appropriate that I utilize a few of 
the minutes I have remaining—I am 
not going to use them all—before we 
adjourn? Is that what we agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 28 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama is recognized for 28 
minutes. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, this 
has been a very important day, a day 
that was pretty contentious. The pro-
cedural mechanism that the Majority 
Leader had invoked to control the de-
bate in the Senate had its wheels come 
off today. The plan by the group, the 
grand bargainers and the leadership, 
was to push through a controlled series 
of 27 or so amendments today. The plan 
was to vote on this controlled group of 
hand picked amendments, mostly by 
motions to table, today. Had they 
voted on all of these amendments 
today we would have heard claims 
about the full and fair amendment 
process that had taken place this 
week—even though it was all just a 
show—no amendment would have got-
ten a vote unless the Majority Leader 
had approved it. My amendments, Sen-
ator CORNYN’s amendments, and 
amendments by Senators DOLE, 
VITTER, COBURN, and DEMINT would not 
have gotten votes. 

Well, the Baucus amendment was 
part of their plan but a surprise hap-
pened, it was not tabled. As a result, 
that amendment remained alive and 
the majority leader had the plan that 
had been so carefully constructed, al-
most to the degree of the Normandy in-
vasion, come to a halt. So we are now 
no longer voting and debating tonight. 
But we will be getting ready for a key 
vote in the morning. So I would say to 

anyone who might be listening, tomor-
row morning is a very important vote. 
I believe a number of Senators who 
voted yesterday to move forward on 
this bill, some of the 64 who did, may 
not be for the legislation tomorrow. 

I firmly believe that as the legisla-
tion and debate has gone along this 
week, more people have seen the fatal 
flaws that are in the legislation. I 
think we are going to see an erosion of 
the support tomorrow. I would say to 
my colleagues, let’s end this tomorrow. 
Let’s have this bill come down tomor-
row. Let’s not invoke cloture. Let’s not 
continue to move forward on this bill 
because the legislation cannot be fixed 
in its present form. 

I have had some people ask me, JEFF, 
why can’t you compromise on this leg-
islation? Why can’t a compromise be 
reached? Well, I would just say that if 
you are trying to fix a leaky bucket, 
you can’t compromise to fix the bucket 
by fixing four holes in the bucket and 
leaving six more holes in the bucket. 
Under that compromise, all of the 
water is still going to leak out. 

The problem with the immigration 
bill currently before the Senate, and I 
have seen this problem repeatedly in 
the immigration realm, is that when 
we come up with provisions and con-
cepts that would actually work, ones 
that would restore lawfulness to the 
immigration system, we pull back, we 
compromise too much. In my own 
mind, it has been like trying to jump 
across a 10-foot cavern, but only jump-
ing 9 feet. You still fall to the bottom. 
You do not get across, you do not 
achieve your goal. 

Until we complete some of the cur-
rently inadequate enforcement provi-
sions, until we draft a bill that will 
create a legal system that will actually 
work, compromising about this or that 
matter is not going to amount to 
much. 

The bill, I do believe, as I have indi-
cated before, is only going to reduce il-
legal immigration by a net 13 percent 
over the next 20 years. That number 
comes straight from the Congressional 
Budget Office Cost Estimate on this 
bill, which they released June 4th, I did 
not make it up. Our own Congressional 
Budget Office, has told the Senate that 
we can expect to have an additional 8.7 
million people illegally in our country 
after this bill becomes law. 

That is not what we had been prom-
ised by the grand bargainers that 
brought this bill back to the floor. 
That is not what they are claiming will 
happen. They have promised us that 
this bill will secure the border. I as-
sume that they mean they believe this 
bill will end illegal immigration. Well, 
it just simply will not secure the bor-
der and end or even substantially re-
duce illegal immigration. The Congres-
sional Budget Office has told us it will 
not. In the beginning, I analyzed the 
bill and my staff worked on it, and we 
did not believe it would be an effective 
enforcement mechanism. The Congres-
sional Budget Office has now also con-
cluded that the bill will not fulfil the 
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